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2149690430~ SIdley &Austin DC:# 2
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I. partin

; 4-30-97 ; 7:52AM:

.. .. t .~. :;.: ... '.'.. :

AppU~.isSoud1westem:B~with its pr{adpal offic:es in okliliOm.- lo~itC:ifat,800'
t • • ' •. ,.

North HarveY.. Qk1Ihow.:Cily. OJdaboma,73102.

Do AUC2ltiona ofE,¢.
'.. . t ~.. : ,0, to. • •• '.. "0'::'

I • • • - ' ·.-t-,- ",_1,,' .: •• ~ .

APp1icaDt~ to thii Commission for ippfcMio.idrif~i~~~,~i~r: '.". ','

ne;otiated and executed pumllliC to th;:,erma ofthe ~edera1.~'~~.~~~~~~:, :- ,.
. . .' ' ..~. :.: ' :; ..: I~: .

II) and OAe 165:55-17.1. ,t s.q. After weeks or'intezWw iood!'fiith::~Ons
'0 ••••

. .0·.. :. e.. • '. ,'r . .

addressing hundtcda orcomp~ex~lSuel involvec! in iuch an igfe~ell~ ~.p~ .. executed

" :- .' '.

AlPi.tCATJ~~ 07so~~B~~R~CO·MlA:.':t:iO~~~~~~,:L
oFlNnRCONNECTIONA~NlWITH TmBMiQIA CO'MMllNIct\nQ'$. nrc.,' .

COMES' NOW South~~st~ ~'cll'~~icPhOne c~~~iriy:t;o~dnv~~~ Bell")'~:
h=hy files this Amt¢aticnliorA~~~'~£In~Oi1n~~on(~~em~~:(~;~'~~t}.

, ;. '~~,~":" .....,:...... ~. ,', ":... .~.. . ," .... ~': .:~ ..

p1.U'SUIiJ1 to" § 232{e) <>l the: Te1ecornmunlcatio~ Act:oCl996 (the Fed~~t)..and PAC .'
. .".. .' • I', •• I" .':'" #.... . . ~

: .. ~ . .' .
16S:SS.11-t.; It ,.frq.~.· between SCnltliwestem Sc:U and- Intenuedla" Commume.tiCJis, !he.

o '

SENT BY: CSCAW ,

..



_. -_.. •.•. .. ""'r--' w -'.

the Interconnection Agreement between Southwestern Bell and Intennedia on December 18.

1996. filed herewith, topthcrwith various schedules, exhibits and appendices incorporated

therein. All issues 11&ve be=. succcssfully neaotiated and agreed upon. Therefore, no

arbitration cfmy issue it required.

AppU~ant seela the Commission'.apptoval of'thc A;reemw, consistent with the

provisions ofthe Fedc:nl AI;t and OAC 165:55-17·1. It tfq. Southwestern Bell believes that

the implementation of this A&t=nent complies fully with § 2S2(e) of the Fcderal Act

because tho Agreem=t is ccmsistcm with the public int=st, convenience and necessity and

doc. not dIscrimjnate against any telecommanlCltiOns camet. The Agreement promotes

diversity in providers, provides tar lnttrcann.cctivity between the parties' respective networks

aDd will1ead to increased castom=' choices for teJecommnnicatiOI1J SefViCCI once R.ccOnex'l
.,.

propose4 tarUrs are approved.

Applicant respeamny requtSts 1h&t the Cozn:nWionptexpc:ditious Ipp1'OVal of this

Ap'eemcm.c. without chqe, luspc1lsion Of other delay in its implementatiOD. This ill

bilateral agr=ment, rache4u I raW.t otneaotiatious aDd campramiHbetwcc:D. competitors,

IDd S01lth.weltem Bell beUnes that proccdaRl for nMew of the Asreement !hcmld be

delipccl to pemUt expeditious implementation thereot. and that lnterv=tiOIlS should be

strictly limited consistent with the sl:ope at review specified by the Federal Act and the

CommlJslQD"Ipp1icab~. rules.
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been subst!Iltively adopted by 1bi1 <;gmminiQIl iD OAe 16S:SS-17-7<e). Section 2S2~e)

2'49690430~ Sidley &Austin DC:# 4

-].

IIL LCDI Authodb'

the implement.don of such aareeme:nt or pcrUon
it not cons1steDt with the public iAtcmt.
colMnience md ncceuity;

the agreement (or ponion thereot) discriminates
. apinst. ~otmmmicatioucarrier not a party

to the a&rcement; or .

(ll)

(1)

: 4-30-97 : 7:53AM :

GR.OUNDS FOR.. REJECTION. - The State comminicn may
oaly reject-

(A) an agreement (or any ponion thereof) adopted by
negotiation under subsection (a) ifit finds that-

A:PPROV~ R,EQtJI1l£D. - Arr/ interconnection agreement
adoptee! by negotiation or arbitration shall be submitted for
approval to the State commjsslon. AState ccmmlssion to which
III agreement is submitted to shall approve or reject the
agreement, with written findings u to any deficienciu.

(2)

(1)

AiPRDVAL BY STATE COMMISSION

'n1e af!idmt ofL B!UCI SparliDJ, ~-eompetitive AJluranco far Southwcs=u

(e)

me applicable standard ofrcvicw b~ct forth in §1"(c) O{tho Federal Act anQ ha$

'lbe Commjpsion II wsted withrequiaite lUthorlty pursuant to Article IX. I 18 ofthe

0kIahcma Ccnstitutloa, 17008. § 131, Itiq., OAC 165=" ••' l.q.• 1A4 47 U.S.C. 12'2(0).

provide. as Collows:
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WHEREFORE, Applleant respec~ requests that the Commission approve the

~Agrecmmtbetween Southwestem Bell wi InteJmedia, and such adcUtional

reliefu the OwmiSUOll deems proper and reuODahle.

bpcetfWly IUbmitted,

ROGERK.1'O INS. 013.-\#15410
TRACY A. PARKS. OBA ##14291
800 North Harvey, ltoom 310
Oklahoma City, OK 73102
Telephone: (405)291-67511291-6483

ATrOlUmYS FOIl SOlJTHWESttRN BELL·
TBI.EPHONE COMPANY....

CERTIFICATE Q'! MAUlING

OIL this tJ~ il..(day ollamury. 1997. a true and comet copy of the t'orqoiDg was
maiIcd. pOltlp prepaid. to:

Mm'bctIL Snapp. Deputy General Cowue1
Oklahoma Corporati.ou Commjssion
fa Thmpo Buildiq
Okl·homa City, Ox.13105

-4-'



SENT BY:CSCAW : 4-30-97 : 7:54AM : 2149890430~ Sidley 6 Austin DCil 8

BEFORE nm COPJlOlU.T10N CQMMlSSION OF THE STATS OF OKLAHOMA

........-....._...__.-._-_.._.- .__._----

STATE OF OKLAHOMA )
) ss:

COUNTY OF OKLAHOMA )

Betora me. the undersigned NotlIy Public. on the ,15~ day of lanuuy. 1997,

personally appeared 1. BIUCe Spar!in& Direet«-Ccmpetitiw Aasurmce !or SOuthW81tem.

Bell Telephone CoJDpany ~westem Bell") who. upan beiDa duly SWarD. OIl 0.

deposed and laid the foUowm,:

1. My name 11 1. Bruce SparUna. 1am over the ap of21. of lOund mind IDd
cODII'CteDt to teltify to the zaattm Itate4 hcrciD. 1 lID. the DI:ectot·
Competitiw Auurmce £or Southwestem BeD, ud I haw knowledge

. concemlna the Intercouectlan ApeemaI: betMeD. Scnuhwestem. Bt1l anel
Im=medla CommUDicatloaa. lD.c. ("IDtetmedia" OIL bc1WfofSouthwestem
BeD. I Uw'pencma1 kDow1eqc ol1ht provislou of the~ The
parties di1ipDt1y SUllotiab:d UDder \he Tel'OOlDmmUcatiou Act of 1996,
cuJm!utiqmill uecuied qrecment OIl pecembcr 18, 1996.

2. 1'he IntercamlectiOD. Aareemutt, toaedla' with itt Ichedalel. exhl"bits IDd
1pptI1Cltc~ iDoozporated tbereiD. u. In intepted padcap IJld are the result
ofaood1iWb.am's-J.eqtha.egotiatiOD.1IId compromise between competitors.

3. 11wlmp1emcntlb of th1J IntercoanocdmlAareem= II c:0DSiatut with. the
pubUo imrest. COD.vaialce and DeCt.dy. 0Ac0 Intermedia bu· dfective
tIriffI ud ID approved certi1ieate of CoD.vm1eDO" IJIII! Nceesa1ty. the
~ Aareement will a110w the exeb.JlIC· of trafBo between
Southwestem Bell and InterJftec!il. fUrtheriDa the tnmltioD. of
~caliOAl c:ompritlon i.D.1ha State of OklthoDl&,·" poUoy wbich hu

)
)
)
)
)
) CAUSENO. PtJD 970. _

APPUCAnON OF SOtmiWESTERN BELL
TELBPHONE COMPANYFOil iJPROV~ OF
IN'l'ERC0NNEC'I10N AGREEMENT wrrH
lNTBRMEDIA. COMMUNICAnONS. INC.
PUUUANT TO 1252(e) OP nm
TELECOMMUNICAnONS A':r OF 1996.

•,
•••••
III

•
•••
•••
~
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SENT 6Y:CSCAW 2'48880430~ Si~ley &Austin DC;# ?

~* advocated by this'Commission and the United States Congress. The
Agrccmenc allOW$ diversity. in providers., provides tor inten:onncetivity and
in;r;uCl_m~ ~o~es for telecommunications services.

•
II

•••
II

4. This Interconnection Agreement is pro-competitive in that it allows for
Intermedia to compete with Southwutem Bell as I provider oflocal exchange
service. lbe l'nterc;onnection Agreement al10wI Intennedla.'1 eustomen to be
able to make an4 receive local telephone calls to the same extent u they could
in receiving local te1ephou service from Southwestcm Bell. including the
ability to have their l1I:Q\eS listed in the SouthwesternBell white pagel. access
to 911 with 110 disparity in dialing, and an ability to place and receive
alternatively billed calIs.

5. Implementation ofthe IrW:rca==Uon Acreem=t wi11 provide eDd users with
Idditional choice for local te1cpboDe seniQ: subject to the same service quality

.standards and service capabilities u those requitedby the Commission's rules
and which end usen have trIdiiionally come to expect from their local service
provider.

6. 'Ibis fnter'co=cc:tion Aareemcm does DOt disc:rimiDate qainst any
tdeoomnnmicaticms eamers. The~ is available to my IimiW'ly
situated telecommunications scmce provider in nesotiatin. a similar
1lE'Cc:m.eDt.

1. The T:ntcrconnectioD.~ prcM.del Interme4ia access wi
interconneetian to Southwest=u Bell D.Ctwork tacDiu.e. for the provision of
tdeQommumcatiOftS services to both residential and business customen.

Subacrlbed aawom to before me this~ day oflamwy, 1m.

NOTARY PUBUC
My Commission :P.xp1rel:

t(/~-t/n,
·2.

---_._ -.- .. _ -
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. .... ----- -_ ...._---_...__ ... __ .--

AGRmmNT

L

: 4-30-97 : 7:54AM :

1.

NBTWOTUC: IN"IDCQNN'2CJ1ON ABCBJIEC1'tIU

Tho PartleI WJ1 p:ovido for~ of their DCt'NOtlal II stated below:

~ORB. the Pudes hereby ape II follawl:

PWNmONS

.._-----.

•

n.

L

WHEREAS. the PIrtica wlsh to atabUsh wma rarIA~ fot purpota of
uc1wl&inl1oc:a1, IntnLATA iAterachaDP and In_LATAiA~ tra.fftg punuam to
tbt Te1ecom~icI~As:.t of 1996 (tho •Ac:l.), lad tho Pub11c Od11ty bp1alory N;.t of
1995 (ptmA '95);

WHEllEAS. lCI dealru to~ local exchanp service to residential accl
bus1neal eod uaen predominantly t1YfIZ its own telephone exchanlO seMcc racUlties in SWBT
tmit=y; .

SENT BY:CSCAW
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TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS

Attachment 2

BEFORE THE CORPORATION COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA

,
1

CAUSE NO. PUD
970000064

)

)
}
)

)
)
)
)

APPLICATION OF ERNEST G.
JOHNSON, DIRECTOR OF THE
PUBLIC UTILITY DIVISION,
OKLAHOMA CORPORATION
COMMISSION TO EXPLORE THE
REQUIREMENTS OF SECTION 271
OF THE TELECOMMUNICATIONS
ACT OF 1996.

\4

\ 1

9

8

7

3

6

4

2

S

10

12

1S

13

16

,...
•,••••
II

••
II
II

•
\8

19

20

21

22

23

24

2S

April 14. 1997

OFFICIAL REPORTER:

Bertha McMurry

OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION - OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT
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JOHN GRAY, Assistant General Counsel for the Oklahoma
Corporation Commission, Public Utility Division, appeared for
the Commission Staff;

thereon;

A P PEA RAN C E S

proceedings were had:

*****

Law Judge for the Corporation Commission of the State of

day of April, 1997 before Robert E. Goldfield; Administrative

This Cause PUD 970000064 came on for hearing on the 16th

Oklahoma for the purpose of taking testimony and reporting

The Cause was called for hearing, and the following

ROGER TOPPINS and AUSTIN C. SChLICK, Attorneys, appeared
for Southwestern Bell Telephone Company.

MICKEY MOON and DARA DERRYBERRY, Attorneys, appeared for
the Attorney General;

NANCY THOMPSON and MARTHA JENKINS, Attorneys, appeared for
Sprint Communications Company, L.P.

JACK P. FITE, KATHLEEN M. LaVALLE, MICHELLE S. BOURIANOFF,
Attorneys, appeared for AT&T.

J. FRED GIST, Attorney, appeared for Brooks Fiber
Communications Oklahoma, Inc. and Brooks Fiber Communications of
Tulsa, Inc.

JENNIFER JOHNS, Attorney, appeared for Cox Communications
of Oklahoma.

RONALD E. STAKEM and STEPHEN F. MORRIS, Attorneys, appeared
for MCI Telecommunications Corporation;

2
,.;-"~,,:.

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

1S

16 II
17 11

:1,;
18

"
II

I
;1

19 il::
!!

I 20 \i
I
:0
it

21 ,I
:1

\

22 \1

23 II
!I

24 I

I
2S I

I
I

!
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(Witness sworn.)

sworn statements by Mr. Ed Cadieux on behalf of Brooks Fiber in

We do have that

MR. MOON: I would like to examine, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Mr. Cadieux; you make take the stand.

THE COURT: Is there any cross er.amination?

OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION - OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT

The only other comment that I did want to make-- And we

Mr. Cadieux prepared a summary of his testimony. I have

Southwester~ Bell Long-Distance for Provision of End Region

EDWARD CADIEUX

CROSS EXAMINATIQN

Q This is labeled "Brief in Support of Application by sac

BY MR. MOON:

on his oath as follows, to wit:

called as a witness, and after having been duly sworn, testified

the record subject to cross-examination. (Negative responses.)

Is there any objection to accepting Mr. Kadieux's testimony into

so choose.

We would submit him for cross-examination by any party who would

would point out also that Mr. Kadieux is present and available.

available if you so desire .

that available if you would like that.

already in the record.

44, and by virtue of your previous comments, I assume those are

the cause. They are numbered on the Exhibit List as No. 33 and

Communications, Inc., Southwestern Bell Telephone Company and

~I

\

24
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20 I.
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OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION - OFFiCiAL TRANSCRIPT

Fiber.

The residentialfacilities, 'which is what is happening.

how you interpret the statute, but for purposes of Section

271 (c) (1) (a) , Brooks does not believe that it is serving

residential customers in any manner relevant to Section

271 (c) (1) (a) , whether over its own facilities or over resold

Mr. Kadieux, I would like to direct your attention to page

facilities in Oklahoma. Period. In Brooks' view, depending on

not at any time served residential customers over its own

A Can I have that in front of me again?

First of all, Brooks does not serve--has not; does not--has

one if not two respects. Maybe it's three respects.

A Well, the statement is inaccurate, erroneous in at least

Q Sure.

true? Or just elaborate, based on your position with Brooks

Q Can you explain to the Court whether that statement is

in Subsection 271 (c) (l) (a) . \I

the ordinary sense but also under the narrow definition set out

and thus qualifies as a facilities-based competitor not only in

business customers over its own facilities on January 15, 1997

A "Brooks Fiber commenced serving both residential and

have marked into the record .

6 of this draft brief and ask you to read the sentence that I

the draft application by Southwestern Bell in this cause .

InterLATA Services in Oklahoma. II It was. submitted as part of

owm -63

2
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8
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3 service to residential customers.

2 them test customers. We have not made any general offering of

And finally, the last point is the definition of Section

Four, total, in the state of Oklahoma.

How many residential customers, which are your employees--

OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION - OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT

A I have not had an opportunity to make an independent

evaluation of that and confirm' the accuracy of that. I guess

feet of Brooks Fiber's existing network?

Southwestern Bell's business lines in Tulsa are within 1,000

residential lines and a substantially higher percentage of

Q Is it true that 27 percent of Southwestern Bell's

A Absolutely not. Not at this point.

as it relates to residential customers?

Q So you would not call yourself a facilities-based provider

service. Yes.

A Reselling Southwestern Bell's dial tone local exchange

currently is providing service to is on a resold basis?

A No .

Q And the four residential customers that Brooks Fiber

service in Oklahoma?

Q Is Brooks Fiber currently actively marketing residential

271(c) (1) (a), and I won't go into the detail there, but

A

Q

"customers" that we have are all Brooks employees. We consider

j,.,JWUI -glllj:

8 obviously we have a significantly different interpretation of

9 I that provision of the statute.
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bwm -65

residential business customers than they actually are?

Brooks Fiber would currently be serving a much higher number of

Q If that is the case, would it be reasonable to think that

But obviously, I have a much different

A Well, the reason-- There are a couple' of reasons why we

competition .

opinion as to what implications that has currently in terms of

network planning.

Bell's customers, otherwise, we have done a pretty poor job of

what I would say is, I would hope that our network runs

somewhere in the vicinity of substantial numbers of Southwestern

8

7

9

6

s

4

3

10

2

'.~ •.

-
II
~

•••• 11 are not.

.-
12

13

14

15

16

17

THE COURT: I am going to ask you to just answer the

question. That was a yes or no. He didn't ask you the reason .

A Okay. Could you ask the question again?

Q I will rephrase it: Why is Brooks Fiber-- If this is the

case, that such a high percentage of Southwestern Bell's

residential lines and business lines are in such close proximity
18

I
I

19 I
t

20 i
II

21 II• I

22

• 23
I
I
I

24

1• 25

II• \\

•..-

to Brooks Fiber's existing network, why is Brooks Fiber not

serving a higher number of customers than that?

A There are at least four reasons that I can think of off the

top of my head. One, we just started our initiation of service

in any manner fairly recently. January.

Secondly, Brooks has never intended to be in the resale

business on any pervasive, broad sense. As a result of that,

our primary methods of accessing customers are either connecting

OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION - OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT
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24

20 "

That is the

We are not serving customers

We are only serving a limited number of

to terminate with Southwestern Bell customers.

We also have other business' customers that are not

facilities-based business customers we have right now.

A Well, the facilities-based service we are providing to

we reasonably can by unbundled loops, but we don't have that

currently providing to business customers?

our customers or, more likely, over the Southwester Bell network

to our business customers; that is, directly connecting business

runs to our switch and from there is switched out either back to

current availability right now.

directly connecting them to our fiber. The transmission then

customers who are located in close proximity to our fiber loop,

fiber ring .

Q Could you explain the facilities-based service that you a.re

business customers is a subpart of the service we are providing

business customers of a certain size to connect directly to the

Our main desire long term is to serve as many customers as

service, it is only economical for business customers and

customers off of our fiber ring because by the nature of the

locations as yet.

described in my testimony because we have not completed. the co-

currently through use of unbundled loops for reasons that I

the use of unbundled loops.

bwm -66 .

customers directly to our fiber or connecting customers through

IiI! OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION - OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT
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facilities based, in my opinion•
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Attachment 3

Februarv21.1997

Very tnJfy ~ours.

~eeiIY~.t~
EdwaraJ. .
[)(r9CtOr. Regulatory AffaJr.; - Otntral Region

l1'1omas C. Behner
SeniorT~ticns Analyst
Kansas ColpOC'ation Commission
1500SW Atrcwhead Road
Topeka. Kansas 6S604 4027

Re: KCC Staff Data Requests· Docket No. 91·$WBT.411~IT

Oear Mr. Behner:

E'radosed please find the responses or Brooks Mbec' Communications to Staff's HI'S1
Set ol Oata Requests in the abov~mfenmc2dDoc:ket If you have any questfons
concerning these responsee. please feel to contact me at (314) 579-4637.

~Rt-~IK.
e Wood&),(!IJ io.cs 50cfth ' 5=500
TO'lIft C~),ftNoom 6lO!7
31~m.l~6 f""l"~1

6 BROOKSva FIBER
• ~0PIKm!

APR-30-1 g::n
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ReSPONSES OF BROOKS FlBSR COMMUHJCA11ONS
TO KCC STAfF'S ARliT SET OF DATA REQU!STS

DOCKEr NO. 97-SWBT-41 twGJr

I. 00 you have an Interconnection agreement with SWBT-I<1

6§§12Ol"E2: Brgcks has recenuy ~gned a Resale Agreement and a~e,
I~ Agreement applicable to Kansas. The Resale AgreemPincorporates
by-reference a resale agreement which was pEVYi.ousIy entaNd into between SWBT and
FAST Connecttoos.I~. and which has previously been atlProved by the Kansa$
co~raUonCommission. The Resale Agreement was executed by the parries on
FebnJaIV 6. 1mlJ7 and filed wlth the Commission on February 11, 1991. tt is pending
Conunission 8.C)prowlln Docket No. 97-BFCC46'S.fAT. Th&~ lntefa)nneetion
Agreement was exacuted by~ paftles on February 10, 1997 and 6tWks anticipates
!hat the document: wil be filed with Ule Commission in the next several days.

II. Are you curren1iy in negotiation 'Nith SWBT-K for an Inten:onnection agreement?

R!spof!Se: No. nego1iations ww concluded within the las1 two weeks. culminating In
ltae .nterconnection Agreement describ$d in the Immediately preced"1tlg response.

ttL Is your~ currentfy providing local exd'Iange selVice5 in Kansas?

Response: No.

IV. Ate you currentiy advef1isiog your local exchange service offerings?

A: No.

v. tfthe answer-to question NO.lllls YES:

Po.. To 00w many 1'eSfden1faf cusmmers are you e:utmndy provldfng Ioczl exchange
secvice and tI:le number of lines in service for these OJS1OrneI$?

Response: Not apptlcable.

B. To how many buslness Q.I$tOmers am you currentty providing toca1 exchange
seMea and the number of lines in seMoe for1fl8SeCUS~?

Resoonst: Not~e.

1



c. What other serviceS arey~ pC'CMr:Ing to these customers other than tne access
line?

D.ln whiChg~ areas in Kansas are these services being provided?

R!!Q99H~ Not appbble.

c. Are U\eSe services being provided via your own faclTltiest resold $et\'icesy
unbundled etements or a com~atlon?

RMoona: Not appGcable.

F. Are you providJng locale~ service using SWBT·K facilities in a manner
other than on 1he basis of your interconnection agreement? If so. please describe.

Response: Not applicable.

G. If applicatlle. wf\at iW the average provisioning intervala and mmrnenanee times
for seMc::ei8 SWBT-K provides'?

Response: NOt appliCable.

P.04
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H. As rela1ed to the provisioning of focal exchange SGNit::e; please describe \he
faemties in operation you h!Ye in swar·K certified area induding the rNmber~ type and
location ofswtt~

Response: Not applicable.

I. Provfde, desc:tfpUon and status of .m conrplaints made to SWBT·K or governmental
authorities regatding access or ability tc> resell their services.
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K. What points of interconnection Ytith SWBT-K are avaHabIe incfuding collocation?

Response: The Kansas InteroQllnection Agreement proYides that in 6aCh SWBT
eXl;:t1ange arva in which Brooks offers locaLe~ service Brod<s wII, at a minimum.
intercomect its network faciities to each SWBT accees tandem, and either (a) to each
SwaT local tandem or (b) each SWBT end office subtending such Ioc:aI tandem.
Additional points of~on~ be required for access to services such a$

Di~Assistanee, Opera1O( Services. and 911911 Service. See. S&ctIon IIA1.
The agreement Pf\Mde$that swaT will make available to Brooks vittual colloca1ion
under1he same cates, tetm8.. and conditions as cxxll8flled In SWBT's interstate virtual
e~ lntercloMeetion tariff. and will make IJttIslcal ooJIoctdioC'l avaDabte. ••••under
the same terms and ccn:iU50ns available to sfmUady siIuated carriers at1he time of sum
request.- see. 5ed1on 1I.B.2. and 3. see. $0. Appendix "NIM" (Networtc
IntHax1necb1 Methods) rvg:anitIg phy$iCaJ collocation~ the agreement. Phy$Jcal
coJ!oeatIon appUeatk:In$ are priced and processed by SWBT on an incividlJat case basis.
'The agreement also makes avabble -SONET..I)ased Inten:onnection- as an optjon.
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J. Has SWBT re$pCX1ded in good faith in an areas of your Interconnection
Agreement? If not please explmn.

Respcns!: In Btook8" opin\Cn.. SWBT responded in good faJth in the ~JOCeSSof
negodating the lnleR:annectlcn Agreement for Kansas. 11 should be noted, however.
that1hele ant sqlJlcaat diffetene:e8 In Dpillion between Bmotes and SWST rtgarding
whether varioUs rates. terms and c:onditJalS CU1taIl18d in the Interconnection Agreement
ana <Xiiisi$W1l wJU1 the substantive standatds ccntaJned In Section 251 am Saeticn 252
(d) of the AJ:L In executing the Interccnneetlon Agreement. BIOOks acknDwfedoes only
that it satisfies the SectIon 2S2 (e) standaIds for negotfated (rather than ~ltmted)

Inmceonnection~nts.

Brooks woufc1 liSa state that because me Kansas Interconnection Agreement was orty
signed very recently. Its experience regarQlng impIementatfon of this particular
agreement is flffifted. The one area In v.tlich Brooks does have some experience
regarding interconnection implementation issues related to its Kansas netYlort< ts in the
area of conocauon, since Brooks submitted (and swat accepted for processing)
appticaSiOnS for physical COllocations atvarious SWBT central offlQ12S in the Kansas City
area prior to execution of the Kansas lntere:eclr'lection Agmement. While deployment of
thoSe c:oaocations is stU! in progress. Srooks can state generaI1y 1hat there are
significant differences in opinion between Brooks and SWBT concerning th6
reasonableness of the cdlocation prices quoted by SWBT, and reganing 1he
procesting lima trames associated with making coUocation spaces availabf&. Brooks
beUeY8$ that1hecoUcxSion prices are excessiw. and that the time frames required by
SWBT toprocess BrookS' coUoeat1on applications haVe been unreasonably long.

P.05
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t.. Has SWBT-K provided the following to your company In accordal"ll:8 With the
Teteeommunk:a1lQns~of 19961 If not. please explarl:

1• interconnectlOn

2. access to netwolk elements

3.~ to 1he poles. duets. condults. anc rights-of-way owned orcoc lt10hed by
SWBT-K

4. access to 911 and E911.

5. directory assstance

6.. operator caB completion

1. white pages directory listings

a. telephone numbers for assignment

9. access t<l databases and associated signalling neeessaay for call rQuting and
eomple1l.oa

10. ~er ~octabiIity

11. setvfee5 or infonnB1lon necessary to Implement IoeaI diaBng parity

12- reciprocal ccmpensation arrangements

Rmonse: The Kan;a$~Agteement proYides for each of the aboVe
identified items. Bpcat IS'! Brooks and SWBT have only recently emcuted the Kansas
InlerccnnecUon Agreement. SINflr isnotyet aet:uaJly ptOVidJng atfI of the abOve-listed
ttems to 8cOOk8. Further. Brooks c:anmt oonfum that the rates, tenns and conditions
specified in 1he agrHmlri 81& consiStentwith substantive standaR1s of seetlcns 2S'
and~ (d) of the A4 ThIs resetvation fnclUdes. but is natnecessarily limited to. the
rales contained in the agreement for HCh of th.ettems. (n the process of negotfat1ons
fOC'thls agreem_ Brooks dkl not have a<:c8S'to SWB1"1o cost studies, and Brooks
madeno a.s:sessment of WI1ethet such rates are censistent witI'l the pricing standard
eontaiMd in secti:x\ 252 (d). Norwas sucf'l an evaluatlon required as patt of Brooks'
negotlations with SwaT. since compliance wtth tt1e subStantiVe standard of section 251
is not reQUired undet the Ad.b' negotiated agreements;~ad. only the more limited
standard$ at Section 252 (e) 8re applicable to sUCh agreements. Until a comprehensive
inveSUgatiOn of SWB'rs costs of i1terconnecttcn. unbundled network elements. tn&
avoided cost a.ssoeialed wfttl~ and"other items related to int'8rconr1ecti is
completed by the Commission. Brooks is tMIhout a basis for determiring Whether
SWBT's rates are COMiStent Wi1h the Sectfon 251 SW\dard.
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vt. Ifyou are aware that swaT-K i8 currently pttNiding the eIemen1s ~escribed in L. 1
12 above to cU1et comparies, please provide company n8me$.

ABIWDSe: SR)Oks has no knowledge regardk'\g whetner' SWBT 1$ currently providing
such itemS to other companies in Kansas.

VII. If the answerto question or Is NO; Has yourcompany announced plans or
determined when you 'Wi. afer theSe SeMces?

f3lIROnse: BrookS antIdpates an initial offering of a limited rv.mU:ler of services 
through resale of SWBT seMces ~ by April. 19$7, and anticipates expansion to a
broader array of 8erviee5 within several months thMiafter.

VIll. Are you~ ex;lancfmg or constructing your own facirJties? Itso, please
describe and when WiK these pmJaets be completed?

f'esponse: Brook$Is eot'I$tIUCting two connedlng tibet optic rings In downtown Kansas
aty. Misscurf. and a 52 route mile outsr fiber ¢ ring wtti1 extends across the state
bClundaly. Appco~ 20 mi. of !his outsr ring Will be loca.tld in Kansas. Brooks
will aI$O COOocate in a number of SWBT central offices. primarily through physical
~ an both sides of the state boundarY. Bmok8 is~ a Lucent SESS
cflgitaI swttx:h as a host sWitch for Its Kansas City network. and wit bQ deploying remote
switches III a number of ttle physical ccGocations. Brooks eJlPidS the ocltoca1fons to
begin to beoom& opera!iona1 within OIer the next several months. Th& downtrJwn
~~ City. Mi$$oun rirgs are~ to be completed In the very near futUre. 1118
host switch is expected to be operational within several month$. and the entire network.
Is expected to be fuDy operdonal by approximately mld-1991. Brooks 6lq)eds to
pnwfd& semce prlmarUy by leasing SWBT unbUndled loops and eonnedlng them to
Brooks' netwofk..

oc. Does your campany have a FranchJs8 Agreement to ctlemte In any of the dttes In
wtich you arB~ or wtsh to secve?

Response: Vea. Brooks has a franchise in Leawoad. Additionalty. Brooks aJmIOUy has
pemtitaan~ for initiallnstaJlation of facilities In1he foUOWing Kansas cities: Overtand
Park, Lenexa. Merriam. Prairie VIllage. 0IaIhe. Mssion. Roeland?aJ1(, Falfway. °

Westwood. Westwood Hils. and Mission WOOdS.
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